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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1 -4, 6, 9-1 7, 1 9, 22-30, 32, 35-43 are pending. Claims 1 -4, 6, 9-1 7, 1 9, 22-30, 
32, and 35-43 have been amended, claims 5, 7, 8, 18, 20, 21, 31, 33, and 34 have been 
cancelled, and claims 40-43 have been added in this communication filed 08/24/05 entered as 
Amendment with RCE and IDS. The IDS filed 08/24/05 has been considered. 

Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

2. A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 
37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is 
eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) 
has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 
37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 08/24/05 has been entered. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claim 41 is objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 41 , line 6 recites 
"processed on a user specified schedule date". This line would be better recited as "processed 
on a user specified schedule date". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 
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5. Claims 1-3, 14-17, 27-30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over (US 5,940,809) Musmanno et al, hereafter Musmanno in view of (US 5,430,644) Deaton 
et al, hereafter Deaton. 

6. Claims 1 -3, 1 4-1 6, 27-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as being anticipated by 
(US 5,864,679) Kanai et al, hereafter Kanai. 

Claims 1,14, and 27. Musamanno teaches, A method of selectively processing tasks in 
a Financial Services Organization (FSO) computer system, wherein the FSO computer system 
comprises a plurality of FSO related data sets, and a plurality of computer executable FSO 
related processing tasks, the method comprising: configuring a smart trigger table having a 
plurality of smart triggers, each of the smart triggers comprising: (col. 5, lines 24-67) a task 
identifier that identifies an FSO related processing task (col. 6, lines 1-8); a data set identifier 
that identifies an FSO related data set (col. 6, lines 9-41 ; and a scheduled date for processing 
the smart trigger (col. 6, lines 42-51); and comparing the scheduled date for processing the 
smart trigger to the current date (col. 8, lines 41-49); and executing the FSO related 
processing task of the smart trigger to process the data contained in the FSO related data set 
in response to reading the smart trigger from the first memory if the scheduled date of the 
smart trigger is equal to or before the current date, but not executing the FSO related 
processing task to process the data contained in the FSO related data set of the smart trigger 
in response to reading the smart trigger from the first memory if the scheduled date of the 
smart trigger is after the current date (col. 11, lines 39-60, col. 13, lines 5-29, and col. 21, lines 
57-67). Musmanno did not expressly disclose a memory. However, it is inherent in any 
computer system to have a memory. Most microcomputers have a small amount of read-only 
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memory (ROM), containing built-in programs that start the operation of the computer when it is 
turned on, and a large amount of random-access memory (RAM) for user's programs and 
data. Musmanno failed to teach, storing the smart trigger table in a first memory of the 
computer system; sequentially reading at least two of the smart triggers from the first memory 
and for each of the smart triggers read from the first memory. Deaton teaches, storing the 
smart trigger table in a first memory of the computer system; sequentially reading at least two 
of the smart triggers from the first memory (col. 1 1 , line 39-col. 12, line 53); and for each of the 
smart triggers read from the first memory (col. 13, lines 5-29). It would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to store the smart trigger 
table in a first memory of the computer system; sequentially reading at least two of the smart 
triggers from the first; and for each of the smart triggers read from the first memory and to 
modify in Musmanno because such a modification would allow Musamanno to provide 
instructional programming for the microprocessor to perform a program to determine the 
location of the customer account number. 

Claim 14. Deaton teaches, a carrier medium comprising program instructions, wherein 
the program instructions are executable by a computer system to implement the steps of claim 
14 in col. 11, lines 53-56. 

Claim 27. Musmanno further teaches, a computer program (fig. 2 (208)); Financial 
Service Organization (FSO) computer system comprising a plurality of FSO related data sets, 
and comprising a plurality of computer executable FSO related processing (fig. 5); and wherein 
the computer program is executable on the computer system (fig. 1 (114) and fig. 4). 
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Claims 2, 15, and 28. Musmanno teaches, wherein storing the smart trigger table in the 
first memory is performed by an application program executing in the FSO computer system 
(col. 2, lines 7-64, col. 3, lines 39-51 and col. 6, lines 10-16 and lines 62-67). Musmanno did 
not expressly disclose a memory. However, it is inherent in any computer system to have a 
memory. Most microcomputers have a small amount of read-only memory (ROM), containing 
built-in programs that start the operation of the computer when it is turned on, and a large 
amount of random-access memory (RAM) for user's programs and data. 

Claims 3, 16, and 29. Musmanno and Deaton failed to teach, wherein storing the smart 
trigger table in the first memory is performed by a user of the FSO computer system, but it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have the storing of the smart trigger table in the first memory performed by a user of 
the FSO computer system and to modify in Musmanno because such a modification would 
allow Musmanno to have the capability to store information (the smart trigger table) while it is 
being actively worked on by a user. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 
102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the 
subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill 
in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

8. Claims 4, 6, 9-13, 17, 19, 22-26 30, 32, and 35 -43 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over (US 5,940,809) Musmanno et al, hereafter Musmanno, (US 
5,430,644) Deaton et al, hereafter Deaton, and Kanai in view of (US 6,341,287) Sziklai et al, 
hereafter Sziklai. 
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Claims 4, 17, and 30. Musmanno and Deaton failed to teach, further comprising 
processing at least one of the first smart triggers to generate a first processed smart trigger. 
Kanai teaches, further comprising processing at least one of the first smart triggers to 
generate a first processed smart trigger (col. 13, lines 39-60). It would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have processing at 
least one of the first smart triggers to generate a first processed smart trigger and to modify in 
Musmanno because such a modification would allow Musmanno to achieve optimization in 
terms of costs, when the transaction processing is balanced and the data is arranged in an 
arbitrary manner. 

Claims 6, 19, and 32. Musmanno teaches, wherein processing the at least one of the 
smart triggers comprises the task identifier from the smart trigger (col. 5, lines 24-41 ). 

Claims 9, 22, and 35. Musmanno failed to teach, wherein the smart trigger table 
comprises N rows each one of which comprises one smart trigger, the method further 
comprising: a) setting a counter X to one; and b) incrementing X by one; c) reading an Xth 
smart trigger from the smart trigger table; d) comparing an Xth scheduled date of the Xth 
smart trigger to the current date; e) executing an Xth processing task and processing Xth data 
contained in an Xth data set in response to the Xth scheduled date of the Xth smart trigger 
being on or before the current date; f) not executing the Xth processing task in response to the 
Xth scheduled date of the Xth smart trigger being after the current date; and g) repeating b) 
through f) until X equals N. Kanai teaches, wherein the smart trigger table comprises N rows 
each one of which comprises one smart trigger, the method further comprising: a) setting a 
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counter X to one (col. 21', line 31-col. 23, line 65); and b) incrementing X by one (col. 21 , line 
31 -col. 23, line 65). Kanai failed to teach, c) reading an Xth smart trigger from the smart 
trigger table; d) comparing an Xth scheduled date of the Xth smart trigger to the current date; 
e) executing an Xth processing task and processing Xth data contained in an Xth data set in 
response to the Xth scheduled date of the Xth smart trigger being on or before the current 
date; f) not executing the Xth processing task in response to the Xth scheduled date of the Xth 
smart trigger being after the current date; and g) repeating b) through f) until X equals N. 
Szuklai teaches, c) reading an Xth smart trigger from the smart trigger table (col. 13, lines 48- 
56); d) comparing an Xth scheduled date of the Xth smart trigger to the current date (col. 18, 
lines 24-29 and col. 19, lines 1-7); e) executing an Xth processing task and processing Xth 
data contained in an Xth data set in response to the Xth scheduled date of the Xth smart 
trigger being on or before the current date (col. 19, lines 24-36 and lines 44-56); f) not 
executing the Xth processing task in response to the Xth scheduled date of the Xth smart 
trigger being after the current date (col. 20, lines 17-20 and lines 26-36); and g) repeating b) 
through f) until X equals N (col. 13, lines 48-56, col. 18, lines 24-29, and col. 19, lines 1-56). It 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to read an Xth smart trigger from the smart trigger table; compare an Xth scheduled date 
of the Xth smart trigger to the current date; execute an Xth processing task and processing Xth 
data contained in an Xth data set in response to the Xth scheduled date of the Xth smart 
trigger being on or before the current date; not execute the Xth processing task in response to 
the Xth scheduled date of the Xth smart trigger being after the current date; and repeat b) 
through f) until X equals N and to modify in Musmanno because such a modification would 
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allow Musmanno to have a trigger table that provides trigger steps specified for the system 
(see Szuklai- col. 13, lines 52-55). 

Claims 10, 23, and 36. Musmanno teaches, wherein at least one of the smart triggers 
comprises one or more data fields, wherein data in the one or more data fields is passed to the 
FSO related processing task of the smart trigger in response to reading the smart trigger, 
teaches, wherein the at least one of the smart triggers comprises one or more data fields, 
wherein data in the one or more data fields is passed to the first FSO related processing task 
in response to reading the smart trigger (col. 5, line 56-col. 6, line 8 and lines 42-67, and col. 7, 
lines 6-26). 

Claims 1 1 , 24, and 37. Musmanno teaches, wherein at least one of the FSO related 
data sets comprises to customer account record containing data relating to a customer of the 
FSO, wherein the data identifier assigned to the FSO related data set comprises a customer 
account number corresponding to the customer account record (col. 8, lines 26-40). 

Claims 12, 25, and 38. Musmanno teaches, wherein the FSO computer system further 
comprises a smart trigger processing task for processing the smart trigger table, wherein the 
smart trigger processing task is configurable to be executed periodically, wherein the 
scheduling of the period of execution is configurable by a user of the FSO computer system 
(col. 8, line 41-col. 9, line 14, and fig. 3). 
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Claims 13, 26, and 39. Musmanno teaches, wherein the method further comprises deleting 
at least one of the processing task identifiers in response to executing the processing task (col. 
6, lines 42-61). 

Claim 40. Musmanno teaches, providing a first set of data identifiers, each of the data 
identifiers corresponding to a physical storage location of a data set record (col. 5, lines 56- 
67); building a list of associated data identifiers for each of a plurality of specific FSO related 
processing tasks, each of the lists including a subset of the first set of data identifiers (col. 4, 
lines 57-65); wherein, for each FSO related processing task, the smart trigger table executes 
the FSO related processing task on FSO related data set records that correspond to an 
associated data identifier on the list for the specific FSO related processing task, but do not 
correspond to a data identifier on the list for the FSO related processing task (col. 6, lines 10- 
24). 

Claim 41 . Musmanno teaches, wherein the smart trigger table comprises a list of pointers to 
an account data set, wherein the smart trigger table includes: an activity number associated 
with each of the pointers, wherein the activity numbers identify further processing of the 
account data set (col. 6, lines 42-51 and col. 10, lines 41-44); and activity data associated with 
each of the activities numbers, wherein the activity data is processed on a user specified 
schedule date (col. 6, lines 25-67). 

Claim 42. Musmanno teaches wherein the activity number is used as a key to access an 
associated processing task number (col. 6, lines 10-16). 
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Claim 43. Musmanno teaches, wherein the associated processing task number is used to 
access an executable processing task name (col. 6, lines 42-51- external numbers assigned). 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. 

Brandt et al (US 5,892,905) disclosed accessing different application programs. 
Perlman & Castagnoli (EP 0 836779B1 ) disclosed data items and identifiers. 

Inquiries 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ella Colbert whose telephone number is 571-272-6741 . The 
examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday-Thursday, 6:30AM-4 :00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Vincent Millin can be reached on 571-272-6747. The fax phone number for the organization 
where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be 
obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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